vi             EVOLUTION   AND   ITS   MODERN   CRITICS

present work was designed primarily as a reply to Mr.
Dewar, but the necessity of completing another work
has delayed its execution, and this delay has led me to
modify greatly its original plan. It is now largely an
expression of my own ideas rather than a mere rejoinder
to a critic; still, Mr. Dewar's book forms its continually
recurring theme, and, though I hope it is readable by
itself, I also hope that every reader of it will also have
read Mr. Dewar's} after if not before.

There are two probable criticisms of this work which
I may anticipate here. I have made frequent use of
analogy, and it will be said that an analogy is not a
proof. That is quite true? and I do not offer the analogies
as evidence, but simply to help those who have little
knowledge of biological facts to get some sense of pro-
portion or perspective in relation to those facts. Again,
such figures of fossils as I have given may be criticized
as quite insufficient evidence of evolution: that is
largely true, but I offer them only as samples of the
material which supplies the evidence, to enable readers
to form some idea of what they are reading about.

I have to thank my late colleagues, Dr. W. F. Whit-
tard and Mr. H. R. Hewer, for reading the MS. and
proof-sheets and making many useful criticisms and
suggestions, and Dr. A. C. Chibnall for help in bio-
chemical matters. I am indebted to Prof. S. H. Rey-
nolds for the photograph of Vallis Vale (Plate I) and
to Dr. Whittard for those of the Alabama volutes (Plate
III), as well as to Dr. F. J. North for the loan of the
blocks of the other plates and several text-figures, and
to my wife for most of the other figures.
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